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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 47 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. It is unclear whether the Applicant is claiming a fixture or a fixture in combination 
with a component. If the Applicant intends to claim only a fixture, all recitation of the 
combination must be removed. If the Applicant intends to claim the combination, the preamble 
of the claims should be amended to be consistent with the language in the body of the claims. 
The phrase "is connectable" is unclear and renders the claim indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in 
this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Jandrakovic (U.S. Patent 5,079,789). 

5. Regarding claim 1 : In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows a fixture (10) comprising: a first plate (12) 
having a surface for receiving a component and a second plate (16) having a surface for 
attachment to a rack, wherein the first plate (12) is pivotally connected to the second plate (16) 
so that, in a first position, the first plate (12) is adjacent to and in substantial alignment with the 
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second plate (16) and, in a second position, the first plate (12) is rotated to an orientation which 
laterally projects from the second plate (16). 

6. Regarding claim 2: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows the fixture of claim 1, wherein the first plate 
(12) is pivotally connected to the second plate (16) by a connection including a pivot pin (20) 
extending from one of the mounting plates (12) engaging an aperture (38) formed in another of 
the mounting plates (16). 

7. Regarding claim 4: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows the fixture of claim 2, wherein the second 
position of the first plate (12) is substantially normal to the first position of the first plate (12). 

8. Regarding claim 6: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows the fixture of claim 2, further including a 
bearing plate (26) separating the first plate (12) and the second plate (16). 

9. Regarding claim 8: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows the fixture of claim 6, wherein the first plate 
(12) includes a follower (24) depending from the surface of the first plate (12), and wherein the 
bearing plate (26) includes a channel (52) for receiving the follower (24) depending from the 
first plate (12). 

10. Regarding claim 9: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows the fixture of claim 8, wherein the channel (52) 
has an arcuate shape. 

11. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by Jandrakovic or, in the alternative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Jandrakovic. In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows the fixture of 
claim 2, wherein the first plate (12) and the second plate (16) have a substantially rectangular 
shape in the form of a square. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in 
the art at the time of invention to use plates with any length or width to provide a substantially 
rectangular shape. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

13. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. Patent 
5,079,789), in view of Krimstock (U.S. Patent 2,617,473). In Fig. 1 , Jandrakovic, shows the 
fixture of claim 2, but lacks a pin connection positioned at a corner. In Fig. 1, Krimstock 
teaches a pin connection (26) positioned at a corner. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art in the art at the time of invention to place the pin and aperture of 
Jandrakovic at a corner, as taught by Krimstock, in order to provide a preferred range of motion. 

14. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. Patent 
5,079,789), in view of Martensen (U.S. Patent 5,671,653). In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows the 
fixture of claim 6, lacking a bearing is formed of a friction-reducing plastic material. Martensen 
discloses "a friction-reducing plastics material" on line 8 of the abstract. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the fixture of 
Jandrakovic with the friction-reducing plastic of Martensen in order to reduce wear and provide 
a smoother motion. 

15. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Randolph (U.S. Patent 2,937,839). In Fig. 1, Jandrokovic shows 
the fixture of claim 8, but lacks a guide slidingly received in the channel, for limiting rotation of 
the first plate relative to the second plate. In Fig. 5, Randolph teaches a guide (2) slidingly 
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received in a channel (1), for limiting rotation of a first plate (3) relative to the second plate (1). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify 
the fixture of Jandrakovic with the guide of Randolph to provide stability and smoothness to 
relative rotation of the plates. 

16. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Randolph (U.S. Patent 2,937,839) as applied to claim 10 above, 
and further in view of Martensen (U.S. Patent 5,671,653). In Fig. 1, Jandrokovic, as modified 
by Randolph, shows the fixture of claim 10, but lacks a guide formed of a friction-reducing 
plastic material. Martensen discloses "a friction-reducing plastics material" on line 8 of the 
abstract. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to modify the fixture of Jandrakovic, already modified by Randolph, with the friction-reducing 
plastic of Martensen in order to reduce wear and provide a smoother motion. 

17. Claims 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Randolph (U.S. Patent 2,937,839), as applied to claim 10 above, 
and further in view of Kuebler (U.S. Patent 771,877). For purposes of examination, the 
Webster's II New Riverside Dictionary definitions of the following terms were used: engage (v) 
5. To interlock : mesh and interlock (v) To join closely, as by hooking or overlapping. 

18. Regarding claim 12: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Randolph, shows fixture of claim 
10, but lacks at least one tab laterally projecting from the guide and wherein the channel 
includes at least one detent for receiving the tab projecting from the guide. In Figs. 1 and 4, 
Kuebler teaches at least one tab (d3) laterally projecting from a guide (D) wherein a channel (C) 
includes at least one detent (E) for receiving a tab (d3) projecting from the guide (D). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the 
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fixture of Jandrakovic, already modified by Randolph, with the tabs and detents of Kuebler to 
control the extent of the motion of the guide. 

19. Regarding claim 13: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Randolph, shows the fixture of claim 

12, but lacks an opposing pair of tabs laterally projecting from the guide, wherein the channel 
includes an opposing pair of detents for receiving the tabs projecting from the guide. In Figs. 1 
and 4, Kuebler teaches an opposing pair of tabs (d3) laterally projecting from a guide (D), 
wherein the channel (C) includes an opposing pair of detents (E) for receiving the tabs (d3) 
projecting from the guide (D). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the fixture of Jandrakovic, already modified by Randolph, with 
the tabs and detents of Kuebler to control the extent of the motion of the guide. 

20. Regarding claim 14: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Randolph, shows the fixture of claim 

13, but lacks a pair of tabs to engage first ends of the detents when the first plate is in the first 
position, and wherein the pair of tabs engage second ends of the detents opposite to the first 
ends when the first plate is in the second position. In Figs. 1 and 4, Kuebler teaches a pair of 
tabs (d3) to engage first ends (e, F) of the detents (E) when the first plate (G) is in the first 
position, and wherein the pair of tabs (d3) engage second ends (e, F) of the detents (E) opposite 
to the first ends (e, F) when the first plate (G) is in the second position. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the fixture of 
Jandrakovic, already modified by Randolph, with the tabs and detents of Kuebler to control the 
extent of the motion of the guide. 

21. Claims 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Roth (U.S. Patent 4,893,747). The rack and attachment means are 
not positively recited and are given little patentable weight. 
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22. Regarding claim 15: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows the fixture of claim 8, but lacks a locking 
mechanism coupled with the second plate and having a tip extending through the second plate 
and into the channel of the bearing plate, for selectively engaging the follower of the first plate. 
In Fig. 4, Roth teaches a locking mechanism (48) coupled with a plate (22) and having a tip (54) 
extending through a second plate (30) for selectively engaging a first plate (32). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the fixture of 
Jandrakovic with the locking mechanism of Roth to selectively lock the plates in a preferred 
relative orientation. 

23. Regarding claim 16: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows the fixture of claim 1, but lacks a first bracket 
depending from a first edge of the second plate, wherein the first bracket includes an aperture 
for receiving hardware for attaching the second plate to a rack. In Fig. 4, Roth teaches a first 
bracket (22) depending from a first edge (F) of a plate (24), wherein the first bracket (22) 
includes an aperture (26, 28) capable of receiving hardware for attaching the plate to a 
supporting structure, such as a rack. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to modify the fixture of Jandrakovic with the bracket of Roth to 
facilitate attachment of the fixture to an object, such as a rack. 

24. Regarding claim 17: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Roth, shows the fixture of claim 16. 
In Fig. 6, Roth also teaches a first bracket (82) including a corner piece (C) extending from an 
edge (El) of the first bracket (82), capable of engaging portions of a supporting structure, such 
as a rack, to support the second plate. 

25. Regarding claim 18: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Roth, shows the fixture of claim 16. 
a second bracket depending from a second edge of the plate adjacent to the first edge, but lacks 
a surface extending for the second bracket for engaging portions of a rack for supporting the 
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second plate in position. In Fig. 6, Roth also teaches a second bracket (S) depending from a 
second edge (E2) adjacent to the first edge (El), and wherein the second bracket includes a 
surface (R) capable of engaging portions of a supporting structure, such as a rack, for supporting 
the second plate in position. 

26. Regarding claim 19: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows the fixture of claim 1, but lacks a locking 
mechanism coupled with the second plate and having portions extending through the second 
plate, for selectively engaging the first plate. In Fig. 4, Roth teaches a locking mechanism (48) 
coupled with a plate (22) and having a tip (54) extending through the second plate (30) for 
selectively engaging the first plate (32). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to modify the fixture of Jandrokovic, with the locking mechanism 
of Roth to engage the follower in the channel of the bearing plate in order to selectively fix the 
relative position of the plates. 

27. Claims 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Krimstock (U.S. Patent 2,617,473). 

28. Regarding claim 20: In Fig. 1 , Jandrakovic shows a fixture comprising: a first plate (12) having 
a surface for receiving the component; and a second plate having a surface (16) for attachment 
to the rack wherein the first plate is pivotally connected to the second plate by a connection 
including a pivot pin (20) extending from one of the mounting plates (12) engaging an aperture 
(38) formed in another one the mounting plates (16) so that, in a first position, the first plate 
(12) is adjacent to and in substantial alignment with the second plate (16) and, in a second 
position, the first plate (12) is rotated to an orientation which laterally projects from the second 
plate (16). In Fig. 1, Krimstock teaches a pivot pin (26) extending from a corner of one of the 
mounting plates engaging an aperture formed in a corner of another mounting plates. It would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in the art at the time of invention to place 
the pin and aperture of Jandrakovic at a corner, as taught by Krimstock, in order to provide a 
preferred range of motion. 

29. Regarding claim 21 : In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, shows the fixture of 
claim 20 wherein the second position of the first plate (12) is substantially normal to the first 
position of the first plate (12). 

30. Regarding claim 22: In Fig. 1 , Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, shows the fixture of 
claim 20, further including a bearing plate (26) separating the first plate (12) and the second 
plate (16) to provide a smoother of motion. 

31. Regarding claim 23: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, shows the fixture of 
claim 22, wherein the first plate (12) includes follower (24) depending from the surface of the 
first plate (12), and wherein the bearing plate (26) includes channel (52) for receiving the 
follower (24) depending from the first plate to provide a preferred range of motion. 

32. Regarding claim 24: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, shows the fixture of 
claim 23, wherein the channel (52) has an arcuate shape. 

33. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Krimstock (U.S. Patent 2,617,473), as applied to claim 23 above, 
and further in view of Randolph (U.S. Patent 2,937,839). In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by 
Krimstock, shows the fixture of claim 23, but lacks a guide slidingly received in the channel for 
limiting rotation of the first plate relative to the second plate. In Fig. 5, Randolph teaches a 
guide (2) slidingly received in a channel (1) for limiting rotation of a first plate (3) relative to a 
second plate (1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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invention to modify the fixture of Jandrakovic, already modified by Krimstock, with the guide 
of Randolph to provide stability and smoothness to the relative rotation of the plates. 

34. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Krimstock (U.S. Patent 2,617,473) and Randolph (U.S. Patent 
2,937,839), as applied to claim 25 above, and further in view of Martensen (U.S. Patent 
5,671,653). In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Randolph, shows the fixture 
of claim 25, but lacks a guide formed of a friction-reducing plastic material. Martensen 
discloses "a friction-reducing plastics material" on line 8 of the abstract. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the fixture of 
Jandrakovic, already modified by Krimstock and Randolph, with the friction-reducing plastic of 
Martensen in order to reduce wear and provide a smoother motion. 

35. Claims 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Krimstock (U.S. Patent 2,617,473) and Randolph (U.S. Patent 
2,937,839), as applied to claim 25 above, and further in view of Kuebler (U.S. Patent 771,877). 
For purposes of examination, the Webster's II New Riverside Dictionary definitions of the 
following terms were used: engage (v) 5. To interlock : mesh and interlock (v) To join closely, 
as by hooking or overlapping. 

36. Regarding claim 27: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Randolph, shows the 
fixture of claim 25, but lacks at least one at least one tab laterally projecting from the guide, and 
wherein the channel includes at least one detent for receiving the tab projecting from the guide. 
In Figs. 1 and 4, Kuebler teaches at least one tab (d3) laterally projecting from a guide (D) 
wherein a channel (C) includes at least one detent (E) for receiving a tab (d3) projecting from 
the guide (D). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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invention to modify the fixture of Jandrakovic, already modified by Krimstock and Randolph, 
with guide features of Kuebler to limit the motion of the guide. 

37. Regarding claim 28: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, Randolph, and Kuebler, 
shows the fixture of claim 27. In Figs. 1 and 4, Kuebler also teaches a guide (D) including an 
opposing pair of tabs (d3) laterally projecting from the guide (D), and wherein the channel (C) 
including an opposing pair of detents (E) for receiving the tabs (d3) projecting from the guide 
(D) to better limit the motion of the guide. 

38. Regarding claim 29: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, Randolph, and Kuebler, 
shows the fixture of claim 28. In Figs. 1 and 4, Kuebler also teaches a pair tabs (d3) engaging 
first ends (e, F) of the detents (E) when the first plate (G) is in the first position, and wherein the 
pair of tabs (d3) engage second ends (e, F) of the detents (E) opposite to the first ends (e, F) 
when the first plate (G) is in the second position to limit the motion of the slide in the directions 
of travel. 

39. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Krimstock (U.S. Patent 2,617,473), as applied to claim 23 above, 
and further in view of Roth (U.S. Patent 4,893,747). In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by 
Krimstock, shows the fixture of claim 23, but lacks a locking mechanism coupled with the 
second plate and having a tip extending through the second plate and into the channel of the 
bearing plate, for selectively engaging the follower of the first plate. In Fig. 4, Roth teaches a 
locking mechanism (48) coupled with a plate (22) and having a tip (54) extending through the 
second plate (30) for selectively engaging the first plate (32). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the fixture of Jandrokovic, 
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already modified by Krimstock, with the locking mechanism of Roth to engage the follower in 
the channel of the bearing plate in order to selectively fix the relative position of the plates. 

40. Claims 31-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Krimstock (U.S. Patent 2,617,473), further in view of Gibbons 
(U.S. Patent 6,123,203). 

41. Regarding claim 31: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic shows a fixture (10) comprising: a first plate (12) 
having a surface for receiving the component; and second plate (16) having a surface to attach 
to the rack wherein the first plate (12) is pivotally connected to the second plate (16) by a 
connection including a pivot pin (20) extending from one of the mounting plates (12) engaging 
an aperture (38) formed in another of the mounting plates (16) so that, in a first position, the 
first plate (12) is adjacent to and in substantial alignment with the second plate and, in a second 
position, the first plate (12) is rotated to an orientation which laterally projects from the second 
plate (16), but lacks a pivot pin connection position at a corner. In Fig. 1 , Krimstock teaches a 
pivot pin connection (26) positioned at a corner. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art in the art at the time of invention to combine the corner pin connection of 
Krimstock with the fixture of Jandrakovic in order to provide a preferred range of motion. 
Jandrokovic, as modified by Krimstock, lacks a rack for supporting a plurality of components 
comprising a plurality of supports defining a first region for freely accessing components, and a 
second region of limited access at least partially blocked by the supports. In Fig. 1, Gibbons 
teaches a rack (10) for supporting a plurality of components comprising a plurality of supports 
(11) defining a first region (F) for freely accessing components, and a second region (L) of 
limited access at least partially blocked by the supports (11). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art in the art at the time of invention to place the fixture of Jandrakovic, 
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as modified by Krimstock, within the rack of Gibbons such that when the first plate is in a first 
position, it is located within the second region of the rack, and when the first plate is in a second 
position, it is located within the first region of the rack, in order to support a plurality of 
components within the rack. 

42. Regarding claim 32: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, shows the 
fixture of claim 31 wherein the second position of the first plate (12) is substantially normal to 
the first position of the first plate (12). 

43. Regarding claim 33: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, shows the 
fixture of claim 31, which further includes a bearing plate (26) separating the first plate (12) and 
the second plate (16) to smooth the relative rotation of the plates. 

44. Regarding claim 34: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, shows the 
fixture of claim 33, wherein the first plate (12) includes a follower (24) depending from the 
surface of the first plate (12), and wherein the bearing plate (26) includes a channel (52) for 
receiving the follower (24) depending from the first plate (12). 

45. Regarding claim 35: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, shows the 
fixture of claim 34, wherein the channel (52) has an arcuate shape. 

46. Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Krimstock (U.S. Patent 2,617,473) and Gibbons (U.S. Patent 
6,123,203), as applied to claim 34 above, and further in view of Randolph (U.S. Patent 
2,937,839). In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, shows the fixture of 
claim 34, but lacks a guide slidingly received in the channel, for limiting rotation of the first 
plate relative to the second plate. In Fig. 5, Randolph teaches a guide (2) slidingly received in a 
channel (1), for limiting rotation of a first plate (3) relative to the second plate (1). It would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the fixture of 
Jandrakovic, already modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, with the guide of Randolph to 
provide stability and smoothness to the relative rotation of the plates. 

47. Claim 37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Krimstock (U.S. Patent 2,617,473), Gibbons (U.S. Patent 
6,123,203), and Randolph (U.S. Patent 2,937,839), as applied to claim 36, and further in view of 
Martensen (U.S. Patent 5,671,653). In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, Gibbons, 
and Randolph, shows the fixture of claim 36, but lacks a guide formed of a friction-reducing 
plastic. Martensen discloses "a friction-reducing plastics materiaf' on line 8 of the abstract. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the 
fixture of Jandrakovic, already modified by Krimstock, Gibbons, and Randolph, with the 
friction-reducing plastic of Martensen in order to reduce wear and provide a smoother motion. 

48. Claims 38-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Krimstock (U.S. Patent 2,617,473), Gibbons (U.S. Patent 
6,123,203), and Randolph (U.S. Patent 2,937,839), as applied to claim 36, and further in view of 
Kuebler (U.S. Patent 771,877). For purposes of examination, the Webster's II New Riverside 
Dictionary definitions of the following terms were used: engage (v) 5. To interlock : mesh and 
interlock (v) To join closely, as by hooking or overlapping. 

49. Regarding claim 38: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, Gibbons, and Randolph, 
shows the fixture of claim 36, but lacks at least one tab laterally projecting from the guide, and a 
channel including at least one detent for receiving the tab projecting from the guide. In Figs. 1 
and 4, Kuebler teaches at least one tab (d3) laterally projecting from a guide (D) wherein a 
channel (C) includes at least one detent (E) for receiving a tab (d3) projecting from the guide 
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(D). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the fixture of Jandrakovic, already modified by Krimstock, Gibbons, and Randolph, 
with the tabs and detents of Kuebler to control the extent of the motion of the guide. 

50. Regarding claim 39: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, Gibbons, Randolph, and 
Kuebler shows the fixture claim 38. In Figs. 1 and 4, Kuebler also teaches an opposing pair of 
tabs (d3) laterally projecting from a guide (D), wherein the channel (C) includes an opposing 
pair of detents (E) for receiving the tabs (d3) projecting from the guide (D) to control the extent 
of the motion of the guide. 

51. Regarding claim 40: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, Gibbons, Randolph, and 
Kuebler shows the fixture of claim 39. In Figs. 1 and 4, Kuebler also teaches a pair of tabs (d3) 
to engage first ends (e, F) of the detents (E) when the first plate (G) is in the first position, and 
wherein the pair of tabs (d3) engage second ends (e, F) of the detents (E) opposite to the first 
ends (e, F) when the first plate (G) is in the second position to control the extent of the motion 
of the guide. 

52. Claims 41-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jandrakovic (U.S. 
Patent 5,079,789), in view of Krimstock (U.S. Patent 2,617,473) and Gibbons (U.S. Patent 
6,123,203), and further in view of Roth (U.S. Patent 4,893,747). 

53. Regarding claim 41 : In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, shows the 
fixture of claim 33, but lacks a locking mechanism coupled with the second plate and having a 
tip extending through the second plate and into the channel of the bearing plate, for selectively 
engaging the follower of the first plate. In Fig. 4, Roth teaches a locking mechanism (48) 
coupled with a plate (22) and having a tip (54) extending through a second plate (30) for 
selectively engaging a first plate (32). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time of invention to modify the fixture of Jandrakovic, already modified by Krimstock 
and Gibbons, with the locking mechanism of Roth to selectively lock the plates in a preferred 
relative orientation. 

54. Regarding claim 42: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, shows the 
fixture of claim 31, but lacks a first bracket depending from a first edge of the second plate, and 
wherein the first bracket includes an aperture for receiving hardware for attaching the second 
plate to the rack so that the second plate is located within the second portions of the region 
defined by the plurality of supports. In Fig. 5, Roth teaches a first bracket (22) depending from 
a first edge of the second plate (30), and wherein the first bracket (22) includes an aperture (26) 
for receiving hardware for attaching the second plate to the rack so that the second plate is 
located within the second portions of the region defined by the plurality of supports. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the 
fixture of Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, with the bracket of Roth to 
attach the fixture to the desired location of the rack of Gibbons. 

55. Regarding claim 43: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, Gibbons and Roth, 
shows the fixture of claim 42. In Fig. 6, Roth also teaches a first bracket (82) including a corner 
piece (C) extending from an edge (El) of the first bracket (82), for engaging portions of the rack 
to support the second plate in position within the second portions of the region defined by the 
plurality of supports. 

56. Regarding claim 44: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock, Gibbons and Roth, 
shows the fixture of claim 42. In Fig. 6, Roth also teaches a second bracket (S) depending from 
a second edge (E2) adjacent to the first edge (El), and wherein the second bracket includes a 
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surface (R) for engaging portions of the rack for supporting the second plate in position within 
the second portions of the region defined by the plurality of supports. 

57. Regarding claim 45: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, shows the 
fixture of claim 31, but lacks a locking mechanism coupled with the second plate and having 
portions extending through the second plate, for selectively engaging the first plate. In Fig. 4, 
Roth teaches a locking mechanism (48) coupled with a plate (22) and having a tip (54) 
extending through a second plate (30) for selectively engaging a first plate (32). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the fixture of 
Jandrakovic, already modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, with the locking mechanism of Roth 
to selectively lock the plates in a preferred relative orientation. 

58. Regarding claim 46: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, shows the 
fixture of claim 31, wherein the first plate and the second plate have a substantially rectangular 
shape, and wherein the first plate and the second plate are located within the second portions of 
the region defined by the plurality of supports when the first plate is in the first position. In Fig. 
6, Roth teaches brackets forming a right angle (82, C). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the fixture of Jandrakovic, already 
modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, to include the brackets of Roth on the supports to provide 
a mounting location for the fixture. 

59. Regarding claim 47: In Fig. 1, Jandrakovic, as modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, shows the 
fixture of claim 31, but lacks an end of a component connectable to the first plate of the fixture. 
In Fig 1., Roth teaches an end of a component (12) connectable to the first plate (32) of the 
fixture (10). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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invention to modify the fixture of Jandrakovic, already modified by Krimstock and Gibbons, 
with the connectable component of Roth, in order to secure the component to the fixture. 




Gibbons, Fig. 1 
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Conclusion 

60. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Higgins, Asher, Gutner, Harashima, Bessinger, Harley, Given, Tsai, Cheng, 
Heming, Kin, Hilger, Klemm, Waples, Egger, Lietz, Snyder, Kristoff, Malburg, Wiseman, 
Rowan, Gerkey, Eckstein, Larson, Loeb, Kirsch, Harder, Guentner, Randolph, Skonnord, Roth, 
Walked, Clardy, Jeong, Hawes, Fox, Horn, Murphy, Timm, Semon, Weaver, and McDonald all 
show aspects of the current invention. 

61. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to James T. Nelson whose telephone number is (571) 272-1491 . The 
examiner can normally be reached M-F 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

62. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Lanna Mai can be reached on (571) 272-6867. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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63. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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